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Purpose

* ToexploretheuseVSBtotestattentionbias
to weight/shape images infemale patients
aged 12-18with AN compared to controls
(who aredrawn to socialimages).

— Images of thin people or bodyparts
— Images of fat people or body parts
— Both thin and fat images
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Methods

* completed the EAT-26.

* Subjects viewed four competingimages (fat
and/orthin bodyimages, and social or neutral
images) presented simultaneously on a computer
screen

* The primary outcome measure was relative time
spentviewingthe image.

* Both T-tests and chi-square analyses were
performed.

* Log likelihood processor to attempt to

' differentiate patients from controls I
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Results

* 13 cases and 20 wntrols recruited
* The mean age was 14.5  1.72 years (no sig. difference between cases & controls)

EAT-26
Score

Dieting  control 2.852

subscale case 20 62 13.629

Bulimia  control 20 25 0.786 DET
subscale case 13 6.23 4.567 :
Oral control 20 2.90 3.259

control 0.000
subscale ©ase 13 1.15 5.367

EAT-26  control 20 6.50 5.615

0.000
Total score case 13 38.00 22.316
*  Four cases scored below the clinical cutpoint of 20 on the EAT
All 20 controls scored below the clinical cutpoint of 20 on the EAT

Results

* 100% of patients had a viewing preference for
thin body images v.s. 30% of controls (p<0.001)

* 8/12 (67%) patients and only 3/17 (18%)
controls had a viewing preference for fat body

images (p<0.05).
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* Preoccupation with shape & weightincreased
attention bias towards thin images for AN patients
compared tocontrols.

* Measuring the VSB biases associated with increased
interest in images with thin body shapesand decreased
interest in images with social interactions can achie

oth high sensitivity and high specificity in detectin
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